The purpose of this paper is to establish a ranking for scholarly outlets for those publishing in the field of information technology. Many well-established disciplines have a number of outlets for scholarly work, including archival journals, conference proceedings, and periodicals. These outlets are wellknown within the discipline, and many have a recognized reputation and even ranking. Faculty seeking to publish in one of these disciplines, and seeking to advance in rank and tenure status, are well served by knowing the most common scholarly outlets and their rankings. In a previous study, a first effort was made toward establishing a ranking system of scholarly outlets in the relatively new discipline of Information Technology 1 . The conclusions of that study were based on a survey conducted among members of the IT community about their perceptions of the quality of various journals and conference proceedings. This paper presents the findings of a similar but more extensive survey including nearly 3 times as many journals and conferences. Furthermore, using resources on ISI Web of Science, citation counts have been made of the journals, providing an insight on how frequently these journals are used in the academic world. Scholars and professionals in IT will benefit greatly from this study, which is meant to provide a final, definitive ranking system of scholarly outlets.
INTRODUCTION
Scholarly work is a major expectation for faculty at many 4-year colleges and universities. Two of the major efforts of such faculty are establishing a research program, and providing evidence of the quality of their research. The most widely luntb@byu.edu accepted method of indicating the value of research is through publication of this research in peer-reviewed journals or in proceedings of important conferences.
Many well-established disciplines have widely accepted rankings of publications for their discipline, based on an established reputation over the years, as well as survey studies. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 These same references also demonstrate the value of these publication rankings in establishing the quality of scholarship for a given author or institution. Of particular interest to readers of this paper are two papers on the rankings of journals in computing 8 and information systems. 9 In a new academic discipline, such as information technology, it can be quite difficult for faculty to establish the quality of their scholarship, since publications and conferences are often relatively new, and a widely accepted ranking of these scholarly outlets does not exist. The purpose of this paper is to establish a ranking of scholarly outlets in the academic discipline of information technology by completing the preliminary study completed in 2007 10 .
METHODOLOGY
As reported in the previous paper, new academic disciplines arise from closely-related disciplines, and faculty members in these new disciplines usually have degrees in these closelyrelated disciplines.
It is generally agreed that information technology has arisen from the disciplines of computer science and information systems, with sub-categories in software engineering, hardware and architecture, theory and methods, and other interdisciplinary applications. As would be expected among such an eclectic group, there are many journals and conferences which vie for the attention of those in information technology.
A large part of the study was based on an online survey. Invitations to complete the survey were sent to professors and professionals in the areas of information technology, information systems, and computer science throughout the US and Canada. There were 110 fully useful responses and 30 partial responses. The survey was rather long, including 63 publications and 49 conferences to rank, taking between 15 and 20 minutes to complete. Seventy-three percent of those who began the survey completed it. Although the survey is no longer active, it was originally located at: https://byu.qualtrics.com/SE?SID=SV_a2Tdc26LQSq41OQ&S VID=Prod Also included in our study were the citation reports found on the ISI Web of Science journal citation reports for 2008. The journals under the previously mentioned categories, and cited 1000 times or more, were included in the data and contributed to the conclusive rankings. Figure 1 shows the number of publications per year of the respondents. The vast majority of the respondents produce between 0-1 publications per year (36%) and 2-3 publications per year (36%). Only a very few (2%) produce more than eight publications per year. Only 27% of the respondents consider their primary field of scholarly work to be information technology, as seen in Figure  3 . Computer science claimed the most respondents at 43%. This is not surprising, since the survey was targeted primarily at college professors, and many universities subcategorize information technology under the computer science department. Quite a few identified their field as information systems as well (15%). It is quite intriguing that 15 of the respondents (11%) considered their primary field of scholarly work to be outside the area of computing. The survey also probed the institutional attitudes toward scholarly work. Figure 6 shows the majority of the respondents are either strongly encouraged (54%) or encouraged (40%) to participate in scholarly work. Only a very few (6 respondents, or 4%) indicated that they were either discouraged or strongly discouraged from participation in scholarly work. Table 1 summarizes the primary results of this study for the publications studied. The first column lists the publications in order of their overall ranking. The second column is the percentage of respondents who indicated that they were unfamiliar with this publication. The third column is the response to the statement, "This publication is very valuable in helping me stay current"; the fourth column is the response to the statement, "I should consider publishing in this venue". The fifth column is the response to the statement, "I hold this publication in high esteem". In each column, the numbers mean: 1 = not familiar with this publication; 2 = strongly disagree; 3 = disagree; 4 = neutral; 5 = agree; 6 = strongly agree. The numbers in the third through fifth columns are the average score after removing the responses of those not familiar with the publication. The Overall Average is the simple mean of the scores in the third through fifth columns. Table 2 gives another view of the publications studied. The second column gives the number of respondents who were not familiar with this publication. Thus, by sorting the publications in ascending order, we find first those publications that are the most familiar to the respondents at the top. Thus, Communications of the ACM is the most widely familiar, while Scientometrics is the least widely familiar. 
RESULTS

Demographics
Results: Publications
Primary Results
Familiarity
Publications
Survey respondents were also given the option to list publications not included in the survey. Table 3 lists these publications alphabetically, along with the number of times they were suggested in the responses. These 42 publications, combined with the 61 included in Table 2 , give a total of 103 journals available as sources of information or as outlets for research in Information Technology and related fields. Table 4 summarizes the results of this study for the conference proceedings studied. As with the publications, they are ranked by the overall average of their ranking. Columns three through five are responses to the same statements given for Table 3 above. It is interesting to note that this same table could be used as the ranking by how widely familiar each conference is, as the sort by Overall Average would be very close to the same as a sort by % Not Familiar.
Results: Conference Proceedings
Summary of Results
As with the publications, respondents were given the opportunity to enter other conference(s) they wished to include. There were 43 other conferences mentioned; several were mentioned more than once. Table 5 provides an alphabetized list of these other conferences and the number of times they were mentioned. 
CONCLUSIONS
Comparisons
There were 61 publications included in this survey, and 46 conferences, all in the area of information technology. Table 6 shows an interesting comparison in the averages and medians of the percent not familiar with the publications and the conferences. Regardless of whether one uses the average or the median to compare, there are many more respondents not familiar with conferences than with publications. The meaning of this is not exactly clear, but it is possible that more people use publications as their preferred outlet, or at least as their preferred method of staying current. This seems very plausible, given the significant difference in cost between publications and conferences. 
Correlations
Another comparison is also very interesting. Table 7 compares the correlations of the responses, both for publications and for conferences. All correlations are extremely high; the lowest absolute value is 0.9682. Basically, this means that if a person is familiar with a publication or a conference, they rated it high; if they were not familiar with it, they did not rate it high. In many ways, this should be expected. These correlations are so high, however, that future research could limit the questions to simply how familiar the respondent is with the publication or outlet; the other responses could easily be derived from that response alone. There are several publications and conferences available as outlets for research in Information Technology. This paper has provided a solid ranking of most of these potential outlets by listing them in order of respondent preference and familiarity. As the field of IT grows, journals and conferences will become more reputable, thereby entrenching their familiarity even further. Until then, outlets for Information Technology will continue to be found in many fields.
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